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(1) Letters of comment are to be ap-
pended to the final EIS. If numerous
repetitive responses are received, sum-
maries of the repetitive comments and
a list of the groups or individuals who
commented may be appended in lieu of
the actual letter.

(2) The RFO is to send five copies of
the final EIS to EPA’s Office of Envi-
ronmental Review, and a copy of the
final EIS to each State and Federal
agency, organization, group, and indi-
vidual who commented on the draft
EIS. Single copy requests for copies of
the final EIS will be provided without
charge. A charge may be made for mul-
tiple copy requests.

(3) During the 30-day administrative
action period noted in §650.12(c), NRCS
will make its final EIS available to the
public (40 CFR 1506.10).

(f) Supplements to EIS’s. (1) If NRCS
determines that it is necessary to clar-
ify or amplify a point of concern raised
after the final EIS is filed, appropriate
clarification or amplification is to be
sent to EPA with information copies
furnished to those who received copies
of the final EIS. The waiting periods do
not apply.

(2) If the RFO determines that the
final EIS or supplement to the original
EIS previously filed becomes inad-
equate because of a major change in
the plan for the proposed action that
significantly affects the quality of the
human environment, a new EIS is to be
prepared, filed, and distributed as de-
scribed in this section.

Subpart B—Related Environmental
Concerns

AUTHORITY: Pub. L. 86-523, 74 Stat. 220 as
amended, Pub. L. 93-291, 88 Stat. 174 (16
U.S.C. 469); Pub. L. 89-665, 80 Stat. 915 (16
U.S.C. 470); Pub. L. 93-205, 87 Stat. 884 (16
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); Secretary of Agriculture
Memorandum 1695, May 28, 1970; 42 U.S.C.
4332(2)(C); E.O. 11514, 16 U.S.C. 1001-1008; 7
U.S.C. 1010-1011; 16 U.S.C. 590 a-f, q; 7 CFR
2.62.

SOURCE: 39 FR 43993, Dec. 20, 1974, unless
otherwise noted.
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§650.20 Reviewing and commenting
on EIS’s prepared by other agen-
cies.

(a) NRCS employees assigned to review
and comment on EIS’s prepared by other
agencies are to be familiar with NRCS
policies and guidelines contained in
this part, and NEPA.

(b) EIS’s received for review by NRCS
for which NRCS has expertise or interest
shall be responded to promptly. Com-
ments are to be objective with the in-
tent to offer suggestions to help mini-
mize adverse impacts of the proposed
action to ensure the health and welfare
of the agricultural community. Com-
ments are to be based on knowledge
readily available. Field office technical
guides, soil surveys, field investigation
reports, and other resource data and
reference materials developed by NRCS
and other agencies should be used and
cited. It is not intended that special
surveys or investigations be conducted
to acquire additional information for
use in preparing comments.

(¢c) The NRCS reviewer should consider
the following kinds of concerns—(1) The
suitability or limitations of the soils for
the proposed action. Would an alter-
native route, location, or layout mini-
mize land use problems and adverse en-
vironmental impacts?

(2) Provisions for control of erosion and
management of water during construc-
tion. Are there resources downstream
that would be affected by sediment
from the construction area, and does
the statement provide for adequate
control measures? Will lack of erosion
control cause air pollution? Is the
stockpiling of topsoil for future use
considered in the EIS?

(3) Provisions for soil and water con-
servation managment measures on project
lands, rights-of-way, access roads, and
borrow areas. Does the statement indi-
cate that enduring soil and water prac-
tices are to be installed and main-
tained?

(4) The effect of water discharges from
project lands or rights-of-way onto other
properties. Will discharges cause ero-
sion or flooding on other lands? Will
discharges affect water quality?

(5) The effects of disruption of the nat-
ural drainage patterns and severance of
private land units. Does the statement
indicate that natural drainage patterns
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will be maintained? Will bridges, cul-
verts, and other water control struc-
tures be located to ensure that adja-
cent lands are not flooded or otherwise
restricted in use? Does the EIS describe
the effects of severance on private land
ownerships?

(6) The impact on existing soil and
water conservation management systems.
To what extent will conservation sys-
tems be altered, severed, or suffer
blocked outlets? Will land use or cover
be affected?

() Impacts on prime and unique farm-
land. Would an alternative location or
route require less prime farmland?
Does the EIS consider secondary ef-
fects on prime farmland? What benefits
are foregone if prime farmland is
taken?

(8) Impacts on ecosystems. Does the
EIS describe impacts on major plant
communities, and terrestrial and
aquatic ecosystems?

(9) Impacts on NRCS-assisted projects.
Does the statement reflect the effect of
the proposed action on present or
planned NRCS assisted projects?

(d) EIS’s referred to NRCS for depart-
mental comments. EIS’s referred by the
USDA Coordinator for Environmental
Quality Activities to the NRCS na-
tional office may designate NRCS as
the lead agency for preparing com-
ments for USDA. In this case, the
NRCS national office determines
whether inputs from STC’s and other
USDA agencies are needed. If so, STC’s
and other USDA agencies are requested
to forward comments to the Environ-
mental Services Division fo use in pre-
paring the USDA response.

(e) EIS’s referred to NRCS for agency
comments. EIS’s received by the NRCS
national office are screeened by the Di-
rector, Environmental Services Divi-
sion to determine which office within
NRCS will prepare comments. If the
proposed action is within one State,
the draft EIS will be forwarded to the
appropriate STC and he will reply di-
rectly to the agency requesting the
comments. If the proposed action in-
volves more than one State, one STC
will be designated to forward NRCS
comments directly to the agency re-
questing the comments. In some cases,
the action may be national or regional
in scope, and require inputs from sev-
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eral offices within NRCS. In this in-
stance, comments will be assembled in
the Environmental Services Division
for preparation of a response to the
agency requesting comments. A copy of
each response prepared by a STC
should be sent to the Director, Envi-
ronmental Services Division.

(f) EIS’s sent to NRCS offices other than
the national office. If a STC receives an
EIS from another agency, he is to re-
spond to the initiating agency. A copy
of his comments should be sent to the
Director, Environmental Services Divi-
sion.

(1) EIS’s addressed to NRCS area or
field offices. If an EIS is received by a
field or area office of NRCS, the STC
will coordinate the response.

(2) EIS’s submitted to conservation dis-
tricts. NRCS may furnish needed soil,
water, and related resource informa-
tion to the district for their use in pre-
paring comments.

(g) Distribution of NRCS comments on
other agencies’ draft EIS’s. Five copies of
review comments made by NRCS on
draft EIS’s prepared by other Federal
agencies are to be sent to CEQ.

(h) Third party requests for a copy of
NRCS comments on another agency’s EIS
will be filled after NRCS has forwarded
copies of its letter of comments to
CEQ.

[42 FR 40118, Aug. 8, 1977]

§650.21 Working relations with the
U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) and related State en-
vironmental agencies.

(a) Background. The authorities and
missions of NRCS, EPA, and state envi-
ronmental agencies make it imperative
that an effective cooperative and
coordinative working relationship be
developed and maintained in areas of
mutual concern. These common areas
include air quality, water quality, pes-
ticides, waste recycling and disposal,
environmental considerations in land
use, Environmental Impact Statements
(EIS’s) and environmental consider-
ations in the conservation and develop-
ment of natural resources.

(b) Policy. NRCS will work closely
with EPA in accordance with the provi-
sions of the EPA-USDA Memorandum
of Understanding July 31, 1974, at all
administrative levels and with related
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